
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8336 July 24, 2007 
Mr. LEWIS of California. I am happy 

to yield to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia. 

Mr. MCKEON. I thank the gentleman 
very much. As you can see, when I 
start talking about my district, I get 
pretty excited. I have a lot of good 
things to say about it. 

Bishop is a classic western frontier 
city. It has been squeezed out of all 
other big industries by all of the other 
public lands that are owned around 
them, and they have to survive on 
tourism. So if they can add this mu-
seum, it will help their tourism and it 
will help bring people there year-round, 
which will benefit their economy. 

In closing, let me say that this is a 
partnership. It is not just Federal dol-
lars, even though there is no such thing 
as ‘‘Federal dollars.’’ It all comes out 
of our pockets, and the people in 
Bishop pay those Federal dollars back 
here. 

But as I mentioned earlier, the City 
of Los Angeles is going to participate 
by donating the land which is worth $2 
million. Inyo County will spend an ad-
ditional $1.5 million to work on the 
project, and local people will raise the 
difference. 

The final thing I wanted to say is 
that there are 480 separate economic 
development projects in this bill. Ac-
cording to current law, that is what 
the law required. The chairman and the 
ranking member have gone through, 
their staffs, they have evaluated all of 
the projects requested. Bob Tanner and 
his friends in Bishop that requested 
this project wrote up their project. 
They sent it to me and Senator FEIN-
STEIN. We included it in the request. 
They were one of the ones chosen, one 
of the 480. These projects range from 
$50,000, this is the smallest, to $500,000, 
with the majority falling between 
$100,000 and $200,000. 

The projects, with few exceptions, 
are for planning, land purchase, con-
struction or renovation of facilities 
deemed to be important to economic 
development in both rural and urban 
areas. This is a very rural area. The 
construction of a museum celebrating 
local history is a common theme 
throughout many of these projects. We 
followed the law. We did the things 
that are asked of us. I think this is a 
worthy project. 

I thank the chairman and ranking 
member for including it in this bill. I 
urge my colleagues to oppose this 
amendment. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. Reclaiming 
my time, I want to thank my friend 
from California for representing the 
people of Inyo County so well since I 
had to leave them in the last redis-
tricting. I intend to support your posi-
tion. 

Mr. MCKEON. If the gentleman would 
continue to yield, one final thing. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. Is that Ron-
ald Reagan on a mule? 

Mr. MCKEON. Ronald Reagan led the 
Mule Days parade in 1974, riding a mule 
in the Mule Days parade. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. Could it 
possibly be? Thank you. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I am glad 

the gentleman brought up Ronald 
Reagan. I think it was Reagan, when he 
was presented with the highway bill 
back in 1987, that had, I believe, around 
150 earmarks as opposed to the high-
way bill we did later, in 2005, with 6,300. 
He said at that time, ‘‘I haven’t seen 
this much lard since I gave away rib-
bons at the county fair.’’ So Ronald 
Reagan certainly recognized that Con-
gress, at least at that stage, before we 
even got into the contemporary prac-
tice of earmarking, was out of control. 

I would also like to make the point, 
and I am glad that the gentleman men-
tioned, there is no such thing as Fed-
eral money. It is money given by the 
taxpayer to the Federal Government. 
Some of it funds the core functions of 
government. Some of it is spent on 
things that I don’t think are the core 
function of government, and I don’t 
think most taxpayers around the coun-
try do either, when you say this money 
is being returned, but it is not. As long 
as we are running a deficit, which is 
now 2, $300 billion, then the money is 
borrowed to pay for projects like this. 

I simply don’t think that we are giv-
ing the taxpayer a fair shake. I think 
we should stubbornly refuse to fund 
this amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
FLAKE). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Arizona will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FLAKE 
Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 

amendment. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. Without ob-

jection, the Clerk will report the 
amendment. 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. FLAKE: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), insert the following: 
SEC. lll. (a) LIMITATION ON USE OF 

FUNDS.—None of the funds in this Act shall 
be available for the Huntsville Museum of 
Art in Huntsville, Alabama. 

(b) CORRESPONDING REDUCTION OF FUNDS.— 
The amount otherwise provided by this Act 
for ‘‘Department of Housing and Urban De-
velopment—Community Development Fund’’ 
(and specified for the Economic Development 
Initiative) is hereby reduced by $200,000. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of today, the 
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) 
and a Member opposed each will con-
trol 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, the 
amendment would prevent $200,000 
from being used to fund the Huntsville 
Museum of Art in Huntsville, Alabama, 
and would reduce the cost of the bill by 
a corresponding amount. 

Mr. Chairman, there are, I think, 480 
earmarks funded in the Economic De-
velopment Initiative account, at least 
11 proposed to fund museums. There 
stands about a million dollars total for 
museums. This doesn’t take into ac-
count projects described as cultural 
centers and other various exhibits. 

The spending initiatives do not illus-
trate any sort of restraint on our part 
on the Federal level. In the past, we 
have funded Faulkner museums, teapot 
museums. This year we are funding 
museums about mules and hunting and 
fishing museums. The Huntsville Mu-
seum of Art was named as one of the 
State of Alabama’s top destinations by 
the Alabama Bureau of Tourism and 
Travel. They bring as many as 23,000 
visitors for a single exhibit. 

b 1500 

Mr. Chairman, all of us have muse-
ums in our districts. All of those muse-
ums, I’m sure, if given the opportunity, 
would take Federal money to defray 
some of their costs. We simply can’t 
fund all of them. 

I don’t know why we have the ac-
count in the agency. Like I said, we 
should go after that one, but here we 
have to show some restraint. And every 
once in a while, I think the taxpayer 
would appreciate if we actually stopped 
funding for some of these earmarks. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. CRAMER. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Alabama is recognized for 
5 minutes. 

Mr. CRAMER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise to speak on be-
half of this project that Mr. FLAKE has 
attacked here. I’m the offerer of this 
project, the Huntsville Museum of Art, 
located in the city of Huntsville, Ala-
bama, the largest city in my congres-
sional district. This is a museum 
project that I think is very appropriate 
to the economic development initiative 
account. 

This museum chose to locate in the 
downtown area of the city of Hunts-
ville some years ago. In the 1950s, early 
1960s, the city of Huntsville’s popu-
lation was around 30,000 people. Cur-
rently its population is close to 200,000 
people, but like many downtown areas, 
our downtown had deteriorated. It was 
a target for crime. It was a target for 
all kinds of movement there that 
would not have been in the best inter-
ests of the core of a city of this size. 

The Museum of Art chose to locate 
its new facility there. It partnered with 
the community. It raised $8 million to 
build this facility that it’s in. It is now 
in another expansion because of the 
success of the downtown area, because 
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